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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this- 
application is eligible for Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114, the fee set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14, Applicant's submission filed on June 5, 2007 has 
been entered. An action on the RCE follows. 

2. Claims 1 - 20 are pending in this Office action. 

Response to Arguments 

3. In response to Applicant's argument, the Examiner respectfully submits that 
Meyer teaches a given account is indicate that a PDA and a cell phone two types of 
electronic devices are used to access services provided by the service provider through 
the intermediate server. The account preferably includes information that are used to 
identify and/or contact an electronic device a telephone number of a cell phone 
corresponding to the account as listed Para [0061] and Figure 3. Meyer further teaches 
the location information are provided to the intermediate server directly from an 
electronic device and the device contains a Global Position System (GPS) receiver, or a 
user manually inputs geographic location information into the device. The intermediate 
server can derive the information by identifying which network a device is 
communicating through - for example, by using well-known triangulation techniques or 
cellular-tower proximity information to determine where a cellular phone is transmitting 
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from as listed in Para [0091]. In addition, Meyer teaches remotely configuring a 
portable electronic device based on a geographic location of the device. The portable 
electronic device has an associated configuration affecting electronic communications 
of the device. The steps of the method occur at a remote system. At the remote 
system, the method receives the geographical location of the portable electronic device. 
The method then identifies, from a database, a set of preferences corresponding to the 
portable electronic device and to the geographic location of the portable electronic 
device. Finally, the method transmits the set of preferences to the portable electronic 
device; which modifies the associated configuration of the portable electronic device, 
thereby affecting the electronic communications of the portable electronic device as 
listed in Para [0044]. 

In view of the above, the examiner contends that all limitations as recited in the 
claims have been addressed in this Action. 

For the above reasons, Examiner believed that rejection of the last Office action 
was proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1 and 3-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US PGPUB Number 2003/0212684 A1 issued to Markus Meyer et al. (hereinafter 
"Meyer"). 

With respect to claim 1 , Meyer teaches a method for maintaining an association 
between a receiver unit and a plurality of geographic areas served by the receiver unit 
(Figs. 3, 9), comprising: 

at installation of the receiver unit, determining the geographic areas served by 
the receiver unit (Para. 0044, Meyer); 

providing a database entry that associates the geographic areas served by the 
receiver unit with a unique ID that identifies the receiver unit (Para. 0091 , Meyer); and 

subsequent to installation, updating the database (Para. 0!05, Meyer) by: 

providing the unique ID that identifies the receiver unit to a plurality of end 
viewers served by the receiver unit (Para. 0023, 0091, Meyer); 

requesting that at least one of the end viewers associate the unique ID with the 
geographic area associated with the end viewer (Para. 0016, 0018, Meyer); 
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receiving the association between the unique ID and the geographic area 
associated with the end viewer from the end viewer (Para. 0044, 0091 , Meyer); and 
updating the database (Para. 0046, Meyer). 

As to claim 3, Meyer teaches wherein providing the unique ID to the end viewers, 
comprises: displaying the unique ID to the end viewers (Para. 0062, Meyer). 

As to claim 4, Meyer teaches wherein requesting that at least one of the end 
viewers associate the unique ID with the geographic area associated with the end 
viewer (Para. 0044, 0061, Meyer), comprises: 

requesting that the at least one end viewer associate the unique ID with the 
geographic area associated with the end viewer by providing information via a 
communications means selected from the group (Para. 0044, Meyer) consisting of: 

a web site, telephone, mail and e-mail (Para. 0040, 0075, 0061, 0100, Meyer). 

As to claim 5, Meyer teaches using the database, displaying a map that identifies 
the geographic areas associated with each receiver unit (Para. 0044, Meyer). 

As to claim 6, Meyer teaches using the geographic areas associated with the 
unique ID in the database to identifies demographic information associated with the 
geographic areas served by the receiver unit (Para. 0044, 0061 Meyer); and 

associating the demographic information with the unique ID for the receiver unit 
in the database (Para. 0075, Meyer). 

As to claim 7, Meyer teaches verifying the database by comparing the stored 
association between the unique and the geographic area associated with the end 
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viewer with an association between the receive unit and an assigned geographic area 
(Para. 0044, Meyer); and 

if the association between the unique ID and the geographic area associated with 
the end viewer is inconsistent with the association between the receiver unit and an 
assigned geographic area, then updating the database by storing the association 
between the unique ID and the assigned geographic area in the database (Para. 0044, 
0099, Meyer). 

As to claim 8, Meyer teaches wherein the association between the receiver unit 
and the assigned geographic area is obtained from an external database (Para. 0075, 
Meyer). 

As to claim 9, Meyer teaches using the association in the database to provide 
targeted programming based on the geographic areas served by the receiver units 
(Para. 0098, 0075, Meyer). 

The subject matter of claims 10-14, 15-19 and 20 are rejected in the analysis 
above in claims 1 and 3-9 and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 10/677,925 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2162 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meyer 
and in view of US PGPUB Number 2002/0156917 issued to Timothy Nye (hereinafter 
"Nye"). 

With respect to claim 2, Meyer teaches the geographic areas are identified by zip 
codes (Para. 0044, Meyer). 

Meyer does not explicitly indicate zip codes as claimed. 

Nye discloses claimed zip codes (see Para 0017 and 0236). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the data processing art 
at the time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references 
because the zip code of Nye's teaching would have allowed Meyer's system in a virtual 
community to create within a peer-to-peer computer network by identify peer computer 
connections based upon a geographically bounded region as suggested by Nye at 
Para. 0019. 
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Contact Information 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shahid Al Alam whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4030. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00 A.M.- 4:00 
P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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